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All independent claims currently pending are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). During 
prosecution, Applicant has consistently argued that the Examiner has failed to provide the necessary 
motivation to modify Colligan et al (U.S. Patent No: 6,415,031 , "Colligan") as needed to support a prima 
faciei 03(a) rejection. The Examiner's initial rejection of June 7, 2004 argued modification based on 
general knowledge available to one of ordinary skill in the art. This argument was dropped in the final 
Office Action of May 19,2005 ('final office action") and a secondary reference, Jaendel et al (WO 
0031964, "Jaendel"), was cited as providing those elements not disclosed by Colligan. 

Examiner and Applicant agree that Colligan fails to disclose "selecting for encryption at least 
every Nth data packet between consecutive data packets having a sequence header code of a data 
packet sequence" as recited in independent claims 31 , 35, 39, and 43. However, Applicant respectfully 
asserts that the Examiner has clearly erred in making a prima facie §1 03(a) rejection based on Colligan 
in view of Jaendel because Jaendel fails to disclose encryption of at least every Nth packet between 
consecutive data packets having a sequence header code of a data packet sequence as claimed. 

To clarify matters, Applicant wishes to draw attention to Applicant's detailed description where 
selecting for encryption "at least every Nth data packet between consecutive data packets having a 
sequence header code of a data packet sequence" may comprise the selective encryption of every Nth 
data packet between the detected presence of the sequence header code (i.e., data packet sequence 
information) found at the beginning of consecutive l-pictures in an MPEG data packet sequence. 
(Application; paragraphs 31 and 32). In contrast, Jaendel discloses a "technique for partial encryption 
and progressive transmission of images where a first section of the image file can be decompressed at 
reduced quality without decryption, i.e. the first low quality image is not encrypted, and where a second 
section of the image file is encrypted" (Jaendel; page 3, second full paragraph). Jaendel also discloses 
that "(t)he image can also be partitioned into multiple sections where each section may be with an 
individual encryption method and keyword. Some sections may be stored unencrypted." (Jaendel; page 
3, last full paragraph). 
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The examiner has relied solely on Jaendet's Fig. 1 and the above-referenced portions of the 
summary of Jaendel's application (Jaendel; page 3) to support her prima facie rejection. To that end, 
the Examiner asserts that: 

Jaendel discloses selection of packets in section 2 for encryption (Fig. 1 ). The partial encryption 
wherein the first section is not encrypted and the second section is encrypted (page 3, paragraph 
3). Jaendel discloses the section 2 having a sequence header code and (Open Section, part 1 01 
Fig. 1) occurring between consecutive packets (section 1 and the end of beginning of the next 
section). Final Office Action; page 3, second full paragraph. 

This rejection is clearly erroneous for at least two reasons. First, Jaendel fails to disclose data 
packets having a sequence header code of a data packet sequence as recited in the claims. Second, 
Jaendel also fails to disclose encryption of at least every Nth packet between such data packets as 
recited in the claims. 

Importantly, Jaenders Fig. 1 and the associated text discloses that an image file may be 
partitioned into multiple "code sections" that may, or may not, be encrypted. (Jaendel; page 3, last full 
paragraph). While Jaendel discloses that each encrypted section may include a header defining the 
encryption mode employed in that section (Jaendel; page 5, last full paragraph), Jaendel fails to disclose 
that such headers are sequence header codes as claimed (e.g., l-frame sequence header codes). 
Hence the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie rejection in at least this respect. 

Moreover, Jaendal fails to disclose selective encryption of at least every Nth data packet 
between consecutive data packets having a sequence header code. Assuming, solely for the sake of 
argument, that Jaendal discloses consecutive data packets having a sequence header code, Jaendel 
does not disclose selective encryption of at least every Nth data packet between consecutive data 
packets as claimed. Certainly, the Examiners reliance on Jaendel's Fig. 1 is in error: there is no 
indication in Fig. 1 of any mechanism or facility directly or impliedly disclosing these claim elements. 
Hence, the Examiner has also failed to make a prima facie rejection in at least this respect as well. 
Finally, while it might be argued that Jaendel's image sections can be thought of as "data packets," it 
cannot be reasonably argued that the header code in any one of Jaendel's encrypted image segments 
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specifies a following sequence of un-encrypted image segments that are then subjected to selective 
encryption. 

In conclusion, Applicant maintains that the Examiner has failed to maintain a prima facie 
rejection under §1 03(a) and thus allowance of all the claims is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Robert D. Hinchliffe 
Patent Agent 
Intel Corporation 
Reg. No. 55,268 



Dated: August 1 5, 2005 

c/o Blakeiy, Sokoloff , Taylor & Zafman, LLP 
1925 NW AmberGlen Parkway, Suite 230 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
(503) 439-8778 
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